
The Honorable Diane Feinstein
united states Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,
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I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz-spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The_ new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

Sincerely,
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January 29, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Feinstein,

Keith R. Cox
325 Raven Court
Healdsburg, CA 95448
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of radio frequencies currently
assigned for model aircraft use and will increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band which is
also used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are currently far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been
able to share the band without interference.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As
a result,_ many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the
radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told thaf of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted. When we
fly model aircraft under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished, those remaining will
become congested and the safety margin will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 40 pounds. The models themselves
are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if
radio interference causes the operator to lose control. As we
often fly our models at organized events where hundreds of
operators participate, we need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.
I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to change the operating
conditions of mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but the hobby provides many hours of enjoyment
to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.
Help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

S. incerelJ'. '
,~/{. G:~t<
Keith R. Cox
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January 28, 1993

FCC
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Ref.: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Sirs~

I am writing to express my concern about the above mentioned proposed rule.

As an engineer in the computer communications area, I realize the defmite devastating effects this
rule would have on Radio Controlled (RIC), Airplanes, a hobby which provides many stress
relieving hours of flying. A hobby I am afraid, that is in great jeopardy, given the proposed rule.

While state of the art microelectronic devices are capable of closer frequency tolerances, the radios
used by million ofhobbyists today, wo!!ld be vulnerable to signal corruption.

As an RIC hobbyist, I personally own 6 radio/receiver sets, Having just spent money to update
these systems to current standards, I would not what to have to replace them. An entry level
system, in today's dollars runs about $ 175.00.

With model aircraft flying in excess of one hundred miles per hour, often in public demonstrations,
it could prove disastrous, if pilot control were hampered, even for a fraction ofa second.

Liability insurance currently required, by even the smallest flying club, is $ 1,000,000.00. I
believe that ifPR Docket 92-235 is carried out, many, many millions will be lost in liability.

Thank you in advance, for making the right decision.

Richard D. Utley

cc: Senator Barbara Boxer
Senator Diane Feinstein
Representative Alma Eshoo
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January 28, 1993

Senator Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Ref: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein;

I am writing to express my ~oncern about the above mentioned proposed
rule.

Please review the enclosed letter to the FCC. I am in hopes that you will take
whatever action that is in your power to stop PR Docket 92-235

Thank you in advance.
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~FUTABA
~ CORPORATION OF AMERICA

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
909 Montgomery st.
suite 202,
San FranC1SCO, CA 94133

02-05-93

Dear Senator Feinstein:
I am currentl! emplQyed with Futaba CQrporation of Ameriya and

have been for the ast S1X years. Futaba ls the World's Le~d1ng
Manufacturer of Radio Control(R/C) equipment for the hobby lndustry.

I am writing in concern with the proposed rules that are currently
under cQnsi4erat1on by the Federal comaun1cations CommissionlFCC). The
proceedlng 1S PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequenc~es currently assigned fo~ RIC mOdel
use and ~ncrease the r1sk of acc1dents and a~tendant liabllity for
control11ng model airplanes and helicolter•• Additionally, uQaue costs
would be created by the obsolescence 0 all existing RLC equlpment and
very high replacement yosts of new $qu pment th~t woula be able to
operate in the new env1ronment. Thls n turn wlll decrease sales and
revenues which will cause lost jobs.

The RIC freguenc~es that ~re used for hObblists are in the 72-76
MHz band. Th1S nand 1S primarll used for riv te and nd mobile
dispatch operations. However~ the RIC fre-fenc es In this band are far
enough apart from the land mODile frequencIes that both have been able
to sfiare the band without either use interfering with the other.

- NQW the FCC wants to create mOle land mobile frequencies by
splittlng them into narrOW$r band w dtb. and rearranging the band plan.
As a res~lt, many land moblle frequencies wil mQve closer to the RIC
fre~encles and ca~se interference to RIC 0p$ratlons. I am told that
of ehe 50 frequenc+es that are pre,ently avallable for the r,d a
control of model a1rplanes and hellcopters, only 19 frequenc1es will be
left if these new rUles are adopted.

When my comp,ny manufacture, their RIC eqqipmeQt, and when th$
users of th1s equ1pment operate 1tf. much consideratlon and precautlons
are taken to ensure the safety of he operators and the bystander" as
well as the protection of proterty • Many of these safety pr$cautlons
include the careful coordinat on ~nd ~•• Qf the RIC frequencles. If
the numbtr of usable f;equenc es ls dlaln1shed as proposed by the FCC,
the rema ning frequenc1es will become congested ana the marg1n of
safety w 11 ~e greatly decreased.

Please understand th~t many of the models used in this hobby are a
fairly good size. Some a1fPlanes, for exaaple, have wing spans of ~p
to 10 feet long and c~n we1gh ~s much a. 30 or 40 pounds•. The models
themselves are ,xpens1ve to bU1ld: but .ore to the point, they a~e
capabl$ of caus1nq property damaqe, sar1ou, injury or even d.ath if
radio 1nterference causes the operator to los. control of the craft.
Models are often flQwn at organIzed events and contests where hundreds
of opera~ors part c1pa~e. Tfie use of the full complement Qf radio
frequenc1es is needea 1n order to assure a safe flY1ng env1ronment.

I do not tht'nk it is wise Of the FCC to seek to improve the
op.eratoding cOQdit ons of land mob Ie radio users at the $xpense of the
R7C m elar 1ndustry. The FCC may not think ya are as 1l9portant as
bu,iness users of radios~ but our radios prov1,e thousands Of hours of
en]oYJgent to thousands or people lmyself 1nclu ed) and conti butes to
the advancement and development of the commerc al aviatlon ndustry.

Please help in not allowing the FCC to yarry out its propo,als for
~he 72-76 MHz band so that my job and many 11ke me will not be 1n
Jeopardy. '

Sinc~rely, . // ~
~~~/V"<k~-<~
Michael A. Guthrie

FUTABA CORPORATION OF AMERICA
P.O. Box 19767 • Irvine, California 92713·9767 • (714) 455·9888 • FAX: (714) 455·9899



February 11, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
909 Montgomery street, suite 202
San Francisco CA 94133

RE: NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Dear Honorable Dianne Feinstein:

Regarding the above docket no., I would like to see this ruling
defeated. There are two issues I would like to address, economic and
social.

I have been employed by a major radio control manufacturer for
the last 10 years. During which time I have seen tremendous growth in
this hobby. The FCC has responded in the recent past by allocating
more hobby frequencies and tightening transmitting regulations. I
have seen the effort my company has put into R&D developing state of
the art systems. Due to the type of consumer base, we must develop
equipment for the "average" consumer (low cost, high quality).
However, if this docket passes, it will end the "average" consumer due
to cost of development and production. Bear in mind, that the
"average" consumer is our "bread and butter".

If this docket passes, I believe our industry will be severely
affected. California's economy is slow enough, we can not afford to
pass legislation that could affect this industry. California has
several of the world leading manufacturers and largest dealers for
radio control in the USA. Three of which are located in Irvine,
California. Our industry can not afford both the present economy and
more FCC changes and restrictions.

I know many RIC hobbiests that work with the children of our
country to help influence them on thier path through life. Some of
these people are teachers in the pUblic school system, using the hQbby
to get youth interested in science and avaition. Others are people
who on their own time work with underpriviged youth, steering them
away from inactivity and trouble. Many times I have spoken to parents
who tell me their stories about tring to keep their children away from
drugs by getting them interested in this hobby. .

In this day and age, how can you even consider taking this
little gift away from the American people?

Please vote NO on docket 92-235.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra K. Howard
24533 Los Alisos #301
Laguna Hills CA 92653
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
909 Montgomery st.
San Francisco, CA 94133

Dear Ms. Feinstein,

I'

:"'. r-/: ' ... ;
February 8, 1993

I am a local resident who derives many hours of enjoYment and
education from my hobby of building and flying radio controlled
model aircraft. I have just been informed that the FCC has issued
a notice of Proposed Rule Making PR Docket 92-235. These rule
changes will have a very detrimental effect on all forms of radio
controlled models. Al~ of my modeling friends and I have invested
large amounts of money in our equipment and the insertion of
additional frequency channels within the modeling rage could render
some of them useless. As my representative, I urge your support in
defeating this measure.

Sincerely,

ttltrP
Milton W. Gibbs
655 Golden West Dr.
Redlands, CA 92373
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February 10,1993

The Honorable Dianne F.lnsteln
909 Montgomery St. Suite 202
San Francisco. CA 94133

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am an EIectronlc Techntclan working for FutIba Corp. ~Amertca. IhaY. been atechnician for the past At yeIrI. ~
which four have been wtIh Futaba. IhaYe repaired more fIdIo syIIImIlftd helped more hobbyIsIB than I ImIginId InvoIvtd In
Radio Controlled Hobbfes. Sometimes my job Is pretty chlllenglng .. It lets me help IOIve problems for people ICroea our
country and In other countries. Other times I feel like amachine as the repairs become more repetitive. Over an lUke worIdng at
Futaba and It's always changing environment

Our Marlcellng Manager at Futaba fICIflIly dIIIrIbuted amemo otAIIntng propoeed ruIeI currently under consldlnlllon
by the Federal CommunfcatJons Commllslon (FCC). These rules contained In PR DockeI92·235, Part 88 and Part 95. " IdopIId
would create problems for the RC Hobby Industry, hobIr/f8IB and people II fNtf. If PIIIed unchlnged, the FCC proposII wHI
seriously threaten my emp/crfment at F~ba. It also threallns many oIMrs working In '" hobby Industry.

Right now RC hobbyiItB use frequencies In the 72 MHz to 76 MHz bane!. Land MobIl Dispatch (LMD) opeIIIlona
have primary use ~ this bane!. HobbyiItB are secondary users of frIquencIeI spICed flier 72 MHz and part at 75 MHz. LMD
and hobby frequencies are spICed far enough apart that WI have been able to shire the band without interfering with each
other. Futaba and the RC Industry have narrowed the bandwidth of Its transmitters and receivers to reduce the chane. ~
Interference problems. When a modet crashes It Is never apretty sight

The FCC proposed band restructuring would create more LMD frequencies by shrinking them Into narrower
bandwidths and Inserting them In the band plan. Of 50 frequencies available for hobby aircraft use, llnly about 19 will remain
under the new plan. All of which will have LMD frequencies closer than ever before. In some cases, hobby users would lose
Control as soon as LMD transceivers tum on. Transceivers. such as two way radios. have output ratings of one watt. LMD
frequencies used by paging and voice mall Transmitters having output ratings of 50 to 300 watts. Hobby transmitters have a
three quarter watt limit. Typically, transmitters are well below half awatt. this situation will undoubtedly Increase the chance of
someone being Injured or property being damaged.

I do not think It Is wise of the FCC to improve conditions of LMD users at expense of RC modelers and the safely of
everyone else. The last thing California needs is another Industry announcing layoffs. The FCC may not think modelers are as
important as commercial radio users, but the people I talk to have aconsiderable Investment In radio equipment and models. I.
myself greatly enjoy RC modeling.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of modeling by not allowing the FCC to carry out Its planed restructuring
of the 72 to 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

L~
Jerry'Lo~~
Concerned Electronic Technician
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Feb. 9, 1993

1

The Honorable Dianne Fe inste,in
900 Montgomery st., Suite 202
San Francisco, CA 94133

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am writing to protest a proposed FCC rule change
in radio frequency usage (PR Docket 92-325). My
husband and I have enjoyed modeling activity as a
hobby for many years. A rule change that became
effective January, 1991 prOVided a suitable number
of channels for radio control of models but
necessitated buying new radio equipment.

The proposed rule change now will take awa900j
14.7433 0 0 11.51325.1691 450.92 T/ Tm
(fo1.75562.4653 0 0 11.17369.11.76 511.2 Tm
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February 16, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
331 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20510

Subject: PR Docket 92-235
Splitting of FCC Frequencies in the 72-76 MHZ Band

Dear Senator Feinstein:

c',' 8 2;;1 .; a

ffin.Nl5J.~
2753 ~w..,ml.-fDtAO
~~"ij~

~902n

If the splittinq of the frequencies in the 72-76 MHZ band for
other use but model operation is allowed, I foresee an
unacceptable danger for accidents due to radio signal
interference, especially grave for airplane models.

Please prevent this accident potential by voting against the
shared use of these frequencies which are now assigned for
model operation exclusively.

I have been an active modeler for the past 20 years, spending
in excess of $300.00 every year on this hobby.

I would appreciate to know your position on this issue.

B. Herrbrich

BH/fr
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OUr radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band, which is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our frequencies are far enough apart from theirs so that we can share
the band without interfering with each other.

..: F:
.. -, o.Edward Kjorness

609 East Manor Drive
Chula Vista, CA 91910
February 19, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear senator Feinstein:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under consideration
by the Federal Comnunications Coomission. PR Docket 92-235 if adopted
will greatly reduce the number of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the riSk of accidents and liability for control
ling model aircraft.

Many model airplanes have wingspans up to ten feet and weigh as much
as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive and time
consuming to build. But more importantly, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the pilot to lose control of his or her aircraft. we often fly
our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of contest
ants and spectators are gathered. we need all of our 50 frequencies
in order to assure a safe flying environment.

The F.C.C. wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
·them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move 11Ilch closer to the
radio control frequencies, and at almost four times the power output
of ours will cause interference to radio control operations. Of the
50 frequencies that are currently available for model airplanes and
helicopters, only 19 will be left if these new rules are adopted.

I have been involved with radio controlled aircraft for about four
years. I derive many hours of enjoYment from building and flying them.
I have also invested several thousand dollars into this hobby, inclUding
4 radios, 3 of which would be unusable if this proposal is adopted.

/
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I do not think it is wise and is unfair of the F.C.C. to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing
the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals for the 72 to 76 MHz band, and
vote against PR Docket 92-235.

Sincerely,

~~
Edward Kjorness

/

Page 2
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is
currently under consideration by the Federal Communications
commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for Radio Controlled model
use and increase the riSk of accidents and attendant
liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operation. However, our radio control frequencies
in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile fre
quencies that we have been able to share the band without
interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket
92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88.
Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface
models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and frequencies use by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part
88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz band (for RIC
aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band
(for RIC car~ and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact more
channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions in
volve the careful coordinations and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number usable frequencies are diminished
as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will be
come congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
reduced .



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pas
time by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR
Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now
on this matter as the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline
after which it may be very difficult to avoid having these
proposals going into affect.

Sincerely,

,Q~l. €.-<::::lCL~
--s~~~ -E. Ross

1622 Calle Artigas
Thousand Oaks, CA. 91360
(805) 529-8678
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Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Suite 331
Senate Hart Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20510

Re: Federal Communication Commission
NPRM-PR Docket 92-235, Part 95

Dear Senator Feinstein:

As one of the thousands and thousands of avid flyers of
radio control model airplanes, a good number of these the
youths of our country, I am deeply concerned about the
Federal Communication Commission "Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making - PR Docket 92-35, Part 95", which if
adapted will greatly reduce the usability of radio
frequencies assigned for radio control models.

This proposed rule change will split the 72 - 76 MHz
band into more segments [72 - 76 MHz band is the frequency
range assigned by the FCC for the use of radio control
models] in order to add more mobile land frequencies. This
would put the mobile land frequencies very close to radio
control frequencies [2.5 kHz] and with the proposed
specifications for mobile land equipment allowing them
frequency tolerances that could put them directly on radio
control frequecies and also allow them to operate at four
times the transmitting power resulting in interference with
the radio control models.

The resulting interference would cause the loss of
control of the model airplanes with a high potential for
bodily injury, death and property damage as some of these
models weigh up to forty pounds and some fly at speeds of
over one hundred miles per hour.

It is hoped that with your help, FCC NPRM-PR Docket,
Part 95 can be eliminated or modified to become workable.
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February 10, 1993

Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Suite 331
Senate Hart Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20510

Re: Federal Communication Commission
NPRM-PR Docket 92-235, Part 95

Dear Senator Feinstein:

As one of the thousands and thousands of avid flyers of
radio control model airplanes, a good number of these the
youths of our country, I am deeply concerned about the
Federal Communication Commission "Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making - PR Docket 92-35, Part 95", which if
adapted will greatly reduce the usability of radio
frequencies assigned for radio control models.

This proposed rule change will split the 72 - 76 MHz
band into more segments [72 - 76 MHz band is the frequency
range assigned by the FCC for the use of radio control
models] in order to add more mobile land frequencies. This
would put the mobile land frequencies very close to radio
control frequencies [2.5 kHz] and with the proposed
specifications for mobile land equipment allowing them
frequency tolerances that could put them directly on radio
control frequecies and also allow them to operate at four
times the transmitting power resulting in interference with
the radio control models.

The resulting interference would cause the loss of
control of the model airplanes with a high potential for
bodily injury, death and property damage as some of these
models weigh up to forty pounds and some fly at speeds of
over one hundred miles per hour.

It is hoped that with your help, FCC NPRM-PR Docket,
Part 95 can be eliminated or modified to become workable.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate

I am writing this letter because I am very concerned about the
proposed rules in PR Docket 92-235 that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If
adoped, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of the
frequencies currently assigned for model radio control use.

The proposed rules will add several frequencies between the
current model frequencies for the benefit of private land mobile
dispatch operations. This effectively means that mobil radio
operators can transmit directly on our model frequencies. The result
of the this conflict would result in the lose of control of the model
using an adjacent frequency.

J am currenly a member of two model airplane clubs and have 5
model airplanes tb.3t I fly. I am involved in model airplane
acrobatics, racing, and combat. I have over $4000 invested in these
models. If the proposed rules are passed, I will lose the use of
these models because T will not be able to fly them safely. Not only
would I lose a lot of money if one crashed~ the models I have weigh
up to 8 pounds and travel at speeds up to 150 miles per hour. If I
lost control of one of these planes~ it could easily kill someone - a
risk I will not take.

There are many people that enjoy the sport of model aviation and
I do not think that the FCC needs to add more frequencies for mobil
users at the expense of modelers. Please help me continue the safe
enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposed rules.

Sincerely

"u#'~
Mark M. Jenks
687 Carissa Ln
Vandenberg AFB, CA ~3437
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Honorable Senator Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office BId.
Washington, DC 90510-0504

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes. I
have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember
and I am active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
and operating said planes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currectly
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio centrc.l frequencies aye in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primaYily used foy private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apayt fyom the land mobile fyequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use inteYfeYing
with the otheY.

Now the FCC wants to cYeate more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into nayyowey bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lenghts to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the reamining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be freatly
dE'c r eased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
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are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or ev.n
death if radio interferance causes the operator to lose ~ontr01

of the craft. We often fly our models at organi~pd pvents and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need tile
use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying enviroment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users ,:.f radios, but we have considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

ael Agui 1.;:1
P. o. Bo~; 586576
Oceanside, CA 92058
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18 February 1993
Gordon C. Schwinck
43751 N. Elm Avenue
Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
331 Hart Building
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I have been interested in aviation since boyhood when I would
build flyable rubber band airplanes and static models. In colle,e,
I majored in mechanical engineering and obtained my private pilots
license in hopes of becoming a coaaercial airline pilot. However,
the Vietnam War flooded the industry with pilots and I couldn't
find employment in that field. So today, I find that radio
controlled models fulfill my desire to fly and I spend many
satisfying hours in this remarkable hobby.

It has come to my attention that, as a result of the Federal
COlUlunications Commission (FCC) proposed rules currently under
consideration, my hobby is in great jeopardy. The proceeding that
I am referring to is PR Docket 92-235. I am greatly concerned
because if adopted, the new rules will severely reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.



Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

Now I realize that there are those who are not into radio
control models and look at the hobby as just a bunch of grownups
playing with some very expensive toys. So why waste radio
frequencies that could be used for other purposes on something so
trivial.

I look at golfers and wonder why anyone would want to chase a
small ball through a grass field just to hit it again; but I
certainly don't begrqdge anyone this use of the land and other
reSources. Much pleasure is derived by the participants of both
pastimes.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. We are actually a very large user group.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios. But we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement
and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 to 76
MHz band.

Sincerely,



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington. DC 205 JO

Dear Senator Feinstein:
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January 25, 1993

I have been interested in aviation for some time now. To pursue my interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model aircraft construction and flying. I belong to the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios. Due to the expense of this hobby I have a substaincial financial investment in model aircraft,
kits, engines and tools.

I am ,-e.,' concerned about the l)rol)Oscd rule that is currentl~· under consideratior; b)' the Federal
.Communications Commission (FCC). The I)roceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adOI)ted the new rule will
greatly reduce the usabilit~· of frequencies currentl~' assigned for RIC model usc and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant Iiabilit~·.

Our radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band, This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio controlled frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobil frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either of us interfering with each other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new
Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surfhce models by keeping lO Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used b~ RIC enthusiasts, The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies lJ\'ailablc to us. climinaling safe usc of at least 31 of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequcncies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists. In fact. more channels willlikcly be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our stlfety precautions il1\'oh'e the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

] don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of mobil radio users at the e>.-pense
of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we arc as important as business users of radio. but we have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry thm must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions, The hobby pro\'ides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the ad\'ancement and
development of tile commercial 8\'iation industry,

Please help me continue the safe enjo~'ment of m~' IUlstime b~' not allowing the FCC to car." out its
prol)Osal PR Docl..et 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz blind. We 1I11 need ~'our hell) urgentl~' because the FCC has a
deadline of Fcbru'lI·~· 26, 1993 lifter which it m..~· become mOl'e difficult to amid hnlling these l)rOI)Osals
from going into effect.

Sincerely.

Rtnf4(.d, A. B.te6ltUe
2530 G~4tant PL.
SiMi V4L~ CA 93065


